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We establish the existence of stationary clouds of massive test scalar ﬁelds around BTZ black holes. These 
clouds are zero-modes of the superradiant instability and are possible when Robin boundary conditions 
(RBCs) are considered at the AdS boundary. These boundary conditions are the most general ones that 
ensure the AdS space is an isolated system, and include, as a particular case, the commonly considered 
Dirichlet or Neumann-type boundary conditions (DBCs or NBCs). We obtain an explicit, closed form, 
resonance condition, relating the RBCs that allow the existence of normalizable (and regular on and 
outside the horizon) clouds to the system’s parameters. Such RBCs never include pure DBCs or NBCs. 
We illustrate the spatial distribution of these clouds, their energy and angular momentum density for 
some cases. Our results show that BTZ black holes with scalar hair can be constructed, as the non-linear 
realization of these clouds.
© 2017 The Author(s). Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY license 
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by SCOAP3.1. Introduction
The Kerr–Newman (KN) black holes (BHs) family [1,2] plays a 
central role in our understanding of BH physics. In electrovacuum, 
the “uniqueness” theorems establish it as the only family of phys-
ically reasonable (single) BH solutions (see [3] for a review). Over 
the last few years, however, it has been shown that adding simple 
extra matter to the Einstein–Maxwell model, the KN family bifur-
cates to larger families of stationary, asymptotically ﬂat, regular (on 
and outside the horizon) BHs with synchronized hair [4–10], circum-
venting longstanding “no-hair” theorems (see e.g. [11–13]).
The existence of these “hairy” BHs, bifurcating from the KN 
family, can be antecipated by considering the corresponding mat-
ter, in a test ﬁeld approximation, on the Kerr(–Newman) back-
ground (see the discussion in [14]). As ﬁrst observed by Hod [15], 
and further developed in, e.g. [4,5,16–24], under a certain reso-
nance condition, corresponding to a synchronization of the matter 
ﬁeld’s phase angular velocity with the horizon’s angular velocity, 
real frequency bound states of the corresponding matter ﬁeld ex-
ist, dubbed stationary clouds around the BH. The resonance condition 
corresponds precisely to the threshold of the superradiant instabil-
ity of the corresponding “bald” BH (see [25] for a review), triggered 
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SCOAP3.by that matter ﬁeld. Thus, these bound states are interpreted as su-
perradiance zero-modes, occurring in between decaying modes (into 
the BH) and superradiantly ampliﬁed modes (by the BH). It follows 
that the hairy BHs may be regarded as the nonlinear realization of 
these stationary clouds, when their backreaction is taken into ac-
count and the fully nonlinear Einstein(–Maxwell)-matter system is 
solved.
One may ask if other well known BH solutions can equally 
be endowed with “synchronized matter hair”. A particularly in-
teresting case, due to its simplicity, is the three dimensional BTZ 
black hole [26,27]. A major difference here, with respect to the 
aforementioned KN family, is that the BTZ BH is asymptotically 
anti-de-Sitter (AdS). This, however, is not an obstacle. In fact, the 
ﬁrst example of a BH with synchronized (scalar) hair was found 
in a (ﬁve dimensional) asymptotically AdS spacetime [28]. Unlike 
its ﬁve dimensional counterpart, however, the geometry of the BTZ 
prevents the existence of superradiance for the simplest type of 
matter (a scalar ﬁeld) and the simplest type of asymptotic bound-
ary conditions [Dirichlet boundary conditions (DBCs)] [29], and the 
corresponding zero-mode is not present.
The purpose of this paper is to show that considering a more 
general type of boundary conditions at the AdS boundary — Robin 
boundary conditions (RBCs), which are still totally reﬂective, thus 
preserving AdS as an isolated system — stationary clouds for a 
massive scalar ﬁeld are possible. Our work follows the observation 
in [30] that superradiance exists when certain RBCs are imposed 
for a scalar ﬁeld in BTZ. Here, we shall analyze in detail the occur-le under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). Funded by 
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entirely analytically, an attractive feature which for the Kerr case 
only occurs at extremality [15].
The content of the present paper is as follows. In Section 2 we 
review the computation of the Klein–Gordon equation in the BTZ 
BH. In Section 3 we discuss the most general boundary conditions 
that can be imposed on the matter ﬁeld, compatible with regarding 
AdS as an isolated “box”. In Section 4 we obtain the requirement 
on the boundary conditions that yield stationary clouds and illus-
trate these clouds for speciﬁc sets of parameters. In Section 5 we 
summarize our ﬁndings and present some ﬁnal remarks. Through-
out the paper we employ natural units in which c = GN = h¯ = 1
and a metric with signature (− + ++).
2. Scalar ﬁeld in the BTZ black hole
The computation of the massive Klein–Gordon equation on the 
rotating BTZ BH is well known in the literature (see e.g. [31–33]). 
The spacetime isometries allow full separation of variables (despite 
being a rotating BH) and the simplicity of the metric yields closed 
form solutions valid over the whole exterior spacetime, written in 
terms of hypergeometric functions. Let us review these solutions.
2.1. BTZ black hole
The metric of a BTZ BH in Schwarzschild-like coordinates is 
given by
ds2 = −N(r)2dt2 + dr
2
N(r)2
+ r2 [dφ + Nφ(r)dt]2 , (1)
where
N(r)2 = −M + r
2
2
+ J
2
4r2
, Nφ(r) = − J
2r2
, (2)
M is the mass of the BH and J is its angular momentum, whereas 
 is the AdS radius. Observe that  and J have units of length 
whereas M is dimensionless (which provides an interpretation for 
the absence of BH in three dimensional vacuum general relativity).
This BH solution has an event horizon at r = r+ and an inner 
horizon at r = r− , with r± being the roots of N(r)2,
r2± =
2
2
⎛
⎝M ±
√
M2 − J
2
2
⎞
⎠ . (3)
There is an ergoregion for r+ < r < rerg = 
√
M , where rerg is the 
radial coordinate of the ergocircle. However, there is no speed of 
light surface, that is, a surface in the exterior region for which the 
Killing generator of the horizon, χ = ∂t + H∂φ , is null, where
H = r−
r+
(4)
is the angular velocity of the horizon. It will be convenient to 
rewrite the BH mass as a function of H ,
M = r
2+ + r2−
2
= r
2+
2
(
1+ 22H
)
. (5)
For completeness we also note that J = 2r+r−/.
The extremal BTZ BH is obtained by taking | J | = M. Thus, the 
event and inner horizons coincide at r+ = r− = √M/2 and the 
angular velocity of the horizon is, curiously, completely determined 
by the AdS radius, H = 1/. In this case, the BH mass is related 
to H by M = 2r2+2 .H2.2. Klein–Gordon equation
We consider a massive scalar ﬁeld , with mass μ/, where μ
is dimensionless, which satisﬁes the Klein–Gordon equation,(
∇2 − μ
2
2
)
 = 0 , (6)
and for which the mass satisﬁes the Breitenlohner–Freedman 
bound, μ2 −1 [43].
2.2.1. Non-extremal case
For the non-extremal BTZ BH, taking the ansatz
(t, r, φ) = e−iωt+ikφφ(r) , (7)
introducing a new radial coordinate z that compactiﬁes the exte-
rior region r ∈ (r+, ∞) into z ∈ (0, 1),
z ≡ r
2 − r2+
r2 − r2−
, r+ = r− , (8)
and letting φ(z) = zα(1 − z)β F (z), the radial equation transforms 
into the hypergeometric equation for F (z). When1 μ2 = n2−1, n ∈
N0, two linearly independent solutions for φ(z) are
φ(D)(z) = zα(1− z)β
× F (a,b;a + b + 1− c;1− z) , (9)
φ(N)(z) = zα(1− z)1−β
× F (c − a, c − b; c − a − b + 1;1− z) , (10)
where
α ≡ −i 
2r+
2(r2+ − r2−)
(ω − kH) , β ≡ 1
2
(
1+
√
1+ μ2
)
,
a ≡ β − i ω + k
2(r+ + r−) , b ≡ β − i
ω − k
2(r+ − r−) ,
c ≡ 1+ 2α ,
and F is the Gaussian hypergeometric function. The superscripts 
(D), (N) will become clear later. Observe that this general solution 
depends on six parameters: r−, r+, , μ, k, ω.
In this paper, we shall be interested in obtaining stationary 
scalar modes, which is possible under a resonance condition for 
which the phase angular velocity of the mode ω/k equals the hori-
zon angular velocity H ,
ω = kH. (11)
It follows that α = 0, c = 1 and the solutions (9)–(10) reduce to:
φ(D)(z) = (1− z)β F (a,a∗;2β;1− z) , (12)
φ(N)(z) = (1− z)1−β F (1− a,1− a∗;2− 2β;1− z) , (13)
where β is still as before but a reduces to
a = β − i k
2r+
.
Interestingly, the general solution is now an explicit function of 
only four parameters: r+, , μ, k. Moreover, note that both linearly 
independent solutions are now real-valued solutions.
1 As we will see in the next section, when μ2 = n2 − 1, n ∈N, no boundary con-
ditions can be imposed at spatial inﬁnity, so we will not consider this case further 
in this paper. The special case μ2 = −1 needs to studied separately and we will not 
pursue it in this paper.
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Let us now brieﬂy discuss the extremal case. To solve the 
Klein–Gordon equation describing a massive scalar ﬁeld , with 
−1 μ2 < 0, we still take the ansatz (7) but replace the compact-
iﬁed radial coordinate (8) by
z ≡ r
2+
r2 − r2+
. (14)
This z coordinate is non-compact and maps the exterior region r ∈
(r+, ∞) into z ∈ (0, +∞), with the AdS boundary at z → 0.
Two linearly independent mode solutions are
(D)(z) = zβeiα−zM(a,b,−2iα−z) , (15)
(N)(z) = z1−βeiα−zM(a − b + 1,2− b,−2iα−z) , (16)
where M(a, b, z) is the Kummer’s conﬂuent hypergeometric func-
tion, with β as before and
α± ≡  ω ± k
2r+
, a ≡ β − i
2
α+ , b ≡ 2β .
The ﬁrst one is the solution that satisﬁes the DBC at z = 0 (i.e. it is 
the principal solution – as deﬁned below – at z = 0), whereas the 
second one satisﬁes a NBC.
Imposing the resonance condition (11), which now simpliﬁes to 
ω = kH = k/, the solutions simplify considerably and become
(D)(z) = zβ , (N)(z) = z1−β . (17)
In the extremal case, synchronised solutions depend on a single
parameter, μ.
3. Robin boundary conditions
The AdS timelike (conformal) boundary yields the possibility of 
placing material sources (or absorbers) on the boundary. Thus, dif-
ferent boundary conditions with different physical implications are 
possible. Here, we wish to regard the AdS spacetime, containing 
the matter ﬁeld and BH, as an isolated system. In this section, we 
show this requires that one considers generic Robin boundary con-
ditions (RBCs). We remark that the implications of non-DBCs on 
the ﬁeld propagation in asymptotically AdS spacetimes have been 
considered, e.g., in [34–39].
Consider a massive scalar ﬁeld  propagating on the BTZ BH. 
Therein, we construct two linearly independent mode solutions of 
the Klein–Gordon equation, (D)(t, r, φ) and (N)(t, r, φ). (D) is 
chosen to be the principal solution at r → ∞, that is, the unique 
solution (up to scalar multiples) such that limr→∞ (D)(t, r, φ)/
(t, r, φ) = 0 for every solution  that is not a scalar multiple 
of (D) .
The asymptotic behavior of the pair of solutions (9)–(10) as 
z → 1 (r → ∞) is as follows
φ(D)(z) ∼ (1− z) 12
(
1+√1+μ2) ∼ r−1−√1+μ2 , (18)
φ(N)(z) ∼ (1− z) 12
(
1−√1+μ2) ∼ r−1+√1+μ2 . (19)
It is easy to see that φ(D) is the radial part of the desired principal 
solution (D) . This is the Dirichlet solution. The other solution, (N) , 
is a nonprincipal solution and it is not unique, as any linear com-
bination of this solution and the principal solution is another non-
principal solution. We shall call it the Neumann solution. A general 
solution may, in principle, be written as  = C (D)(D) + C (N)(N) , 
where C (D) and C (N) are two complex constants.
For convenience, we introduce another set of linearly indepen-
dent solutions,+ = (D) − i(N) , − = (D) + i(N) , (20)
such that a general solution is written as  = C++ + C−− , 
where C+ and C− are two complex constants.
The ﬂux of energy at r → ∞ is given by
F = lim
r→∞
∫
r
dφ
√−g grr Trt , (21)
where r is a hypersurface of constant r and Tμν is the energy-
momentum tensor of the scalar ﬁeld. This can be computed and 
the result is
F ∝
(
|C+|2 − |C−|2
)
. (22)
Following the physical principle that the system is isolated (i.e.
there are no sources or sinks at the boundary), we require vanish-
ing ﬂux at inﬁnity, which implies |C+| = |C−|. As a consequence, if 
we write C± = ρ eiθ± , we have, for C (D) = 0,
C (N)
C (D)
= −i C+ − C−
C+ + C− = tan
(
θ+ − θ−
2
)
≡ tan(ζ ) ∈R , ζ ∈ [0,π) \ {π2 } . (23)
Hence, the scalar ﬁeld has to satisfy RBCs in order for the ﬂux to 
be zero at inﬁnity. It can then be written as
 = cos(ζ )(D) + sin(ζ )(N) , ζ ∈ [0,π) . (24)
This is the form we shall use in the following sections. Observe 
that the (most standard) Dirichlet boundary conditions (DBCs) cor-
responds to ζ = 0.
To close this section, we obtain the range of μ2 for which it is 
possible to apply RBCs. In short, these boundary conditions can be 
applied for the values of μ2 for which both linearly independent 
solutions are square-integrable near inﬁnity [40]. Note that φ(D) is 
square-integrable near inﬁnity for all μ2 > −1, that is,
∞∫
dr
√−g gtt∣∣φ(D)(r)∣∣2 < ∞ . (25)
As for the Neumann solution φ(N) , it is square-integrable near in-
ﬁnity for −1 < μ2 < 0. If μ2  0, then only the solution φ(D) is 
square-integrable near inﬁnity and no boundary conditions need 
to be imposed.
In conclusion, RBCs may be applied for scalar ﬁelds with mass 
parameter such that −1 < μ2 < 0 and no boundary conditions are 
applied if μ2  0. Observe, in particular, that in the massless case 
μ2 = 0 no RBCs may be imposed for normalizable modes.
4. Stationary clouds
Physical (scattering, quasi-bound or quasinormal) modes satisfy 
ingoing boundary conditions at the horizon. For the problem of 
bound states that we consider here, however, the correct boundary 
condition at the horizon is decided based on regularity. To see this, 
it is convenient to consider another set [different from (12)–(13)] 
of linearly independent solutions for the non-extremal BH,
φ(z) = A (1− z)β F (a,a∗;1; z) + B (1− z)β
×
⎧⎨
⎩F (a,a∗;1; z) log(z) +
∞∑
j=1
z j f ( j)
⎫⎬
⎭ , (26)
where
132 H.R.C. Ferreira, C.A.R. Herdeiro / Physics Letters B 773 (2017) 129–134Fig. 1. Stationary scalar clouds with μ2 = −1/2, ζ = 9π/10 and k = 1, 2, 3, 4 (solid lines) on a M versus H plot, for BTZ BHs with r+ = 1 (left panel) or  = 1 (right panel). 
The dashed black curve corresponds to extremal BTZs, for which H = 1/ and M = 2H (left panel) or H = 1 (right panel); non-extremal BTZ BHs exist in the shaded 
region. Each different line correspond to a different value of  (left panel) or r+ (right panel).f ( j) = (a) j(a
∗
j )
( j!)2
[
ψ(a + j) − ψ(a) + ψ(a∗ + j) − ψ(a∗)
−2ψ( j + 1) + 2ψ(1)] ,
and (a) j = (a + j)/(a) and ψ is the digamma function.
The ﬁrst term has a polynomial expansion near z = 0, whereas 
the second term is logarithmically divergent as z → 0. Hence, reg-
ularity at the horizon requires B = 0. As pointed out above, the be-
havior of the scalar ﬁeld near the horizon is not a wave-like behav-
ior. The synchronization condition (11) changes the near-horizon 
scalar equation, changing the wave-like solution by a polynomial 
expansion. This ensures there is no ﬂux towards (or from) the hori-
zon, hence explaining why one may ﬁnd bound states (with a real 
frequency) rather than merely quasi-bound states (with a complex 
frequency).
In the extremal case, there is no linear combination of the solu-
tions (17) which is regular at the horizon, z → ∞. Therefore, there 
are no stationary scalar cloud conﬁgurations around extremal BTZ 
BHs: there is a discontinuous behaviour of the stationary clouds, 
at the extremal BTZ limit. A discontinuity that bears some resem-
blance has been recently discussed for zero damping quasinormal 
modes for the extremal Kerr BH [41].
Returning to the non-extremal case, in order to relate this so-
lution to the previously obtained ones (12)–(13), we perform the 
transformation z → 1 − z of the hypergeometric function [42] and 
obtain
φ(z) = A
[
(1− 2β)φ(D)(z)
(1− a)(1− a∗) +
(2β − 1)φ(N)(z)
(a)(a∗)
]
.
Comparing with (24), one obtains
tan(ζ ) = (μ2,k, r+, ) , (27)
where
(μ2,k, r+, ) = (2β − 1)(1− a)(1− a
∗)
(1− 2β)(a)(a∗)
=

(√
1+ μ2
) ∣∣∣ ( 12 − 12√1+ μ2 + i k2r+
)∣∣∣2

(
−√1+ μ2) ∣∣∣ ( 12 + 12√1+ μ2 + i k2r )
∣∣∣2 . (28)+Eq. (27) is the resonance condition for scalar stationary clouds around 
non-extremal BTZ BHs. Fixing the scalar ﬁeld mass, the background 
parameters and the cloud quantum number k ﬁxes the right hand 
side of Eq. (27) and hence the value of ζ that deﬁnes the RBC 
that can yield that cloud. As a check on eq. (28), it reproduces the 
particular example considered in [30]: for μ2 = −8/9, k = 1,  = 1, 
r+ = 5 and r− = 3 we obtain cot(ζ ) = −0.414, which coincides 
with the value presented therein.
An analysis of the resonance condition shows that, for −1 <
μ2 < 0, the allowed values of ζ fall in the domain [ζ∗, π), where
ζ∗ = arctan(

(√
1+ μ2
)

(
1
2 − 12
√
1+ μ2
)

(
−√1+ μ2) ( 12 + 12√1+ μ2) )
is such that ζ∗ ∈ ( π2 , π). In other words, there are no cloud con-
ﬁgurations for RBCs with ζ ∈ [0, ζ∗), which in particular includes 
pure DBCs and NBCs, in agreement with previous results [29].
Another perspective on the resonance condition is that ﬁxing 
the scalar ﬁeld parameters μ2, ζ and k, and for a given r+ or , 
stationary clouds only exist for a discrete set of values of J . As an 
illustration, in Fig. 1 we display some examples of existence lines
for the stationary clouds, in an M versus H diagram. In partic-
ular, comparing the left panel with the same type of plot for the 
Kerr case (see Fig. 1 in [4]), one veriﬁes signiﬁcant differences: in 
the Kerr case M = 1/(2H) for extremal BHs and non-extremal 
BHs exist below this extremal line; for the BTZ case M = 2H for 
extremal BHs and non-extremal BHs exist above this extremal line.
In Fig. 2 we illustrate the radial proﬁle of a selection of clouds. 
It is worth noticing that, as we vary the value of ζ (and corre-
spondingly ) for ﬁxed μ2 and k, the radial proﬁle of the stationary 
clouds can change qualitatively. In Fig. 2 we also show the en-
ergy density and angular momentum density of the same cases 
for which the radial proﬁle is plotted, using the appropriate com-
ponents of the energy-momentum tensor associated to the scalar 
ﬁeld , which is given by
Tμν = 2∂(μ∗∂μ) − gμν
(
∂λ
∗∂λ + μ22∗
)
. (29)
From these plots one can see that both the radial proﬁles as well as 
the energy and angular momentum distributions are everywhere 
regular and smooth.
H.R.C. Ferreira, C.A.R. Herdeiro / Physics Letters B 773 (2017) 129–134 133Fig. 2. Stationary scalar clouds with μ2 = −1/2 and k = 1 on a φ versus z plot (top left panel), a −Ttt versus z plot (top right panel) and a Ttφ versus z plot (bottom panel), 
for BTZ BHs with r+ = 2 and r− = 1, for different RBCs at inﬁnity (and correspondingly different values of ). For a scalar ﬁeld with this mass, the minimum value of ζ for 
which there are stationary clouds is ζ∗ ≈ 0.66876π .5. Conclusions
The BTZ BH [26,27] stands out as a simple, geometrically el-
egant, BH solution of three dimensional general relativity (with 
a negative cosmological constant). In this paper we have shown 
that using appropriate RBCs, BTZ BHs can support stationary scalar 
clouds of a massive scalar ﬁeld. The stationarity of the clouds 
means that their frequency is real, and actually, synchronized with 
the BH horizon angular velocity, through relation (11). For a com-
plex scalar ﬁeld, the corresponding energy momentum tensor will 
be invariant under the Killing vector ﬁelds ∂/∂t and ∂/∂φ. Hence, 
the backreaction of the clouds can (and should [14]) yield a family 
of stationary and axisymmetric BTZ BHs with synchronized scalar 
hair. We hope to report on the construction of these solutions 
in the near future,2 but we remark that these are different from 
the example discussed in [30], wherein the geometry is invariant 
under a single Killing vector ﬁeld. A quite different example of a 
“hairy” BTZ BH has been reported in [44], using non-linear sigma 
models.
The RBCs are fundamental for the existence of the stationary 
clouds reported here. If the more standard DBCs are imposed, 
without imposing the synchronization condition (11), it can be ob-
served that, generically, only quasi-bound states exist (with a com-
plex frequency). However, taking the extremal BTZ limit, for one 
branch of quasi-bound states, the imaginary part vanishes and the 
2 Such solutions will have a solitonic limit. Examples of gravitating solitons (bo-
son stars) in three dimensional AdS spacetime have been constructed in [49,50].real part synchronzes, i.e. reduces to (11). A very analogous type of 
behaviour has been observed for charged BHs in [45,46] (replacing 
the horizon angular velocity by the horizon electrostatic poten-
tial, and k by the ﬁeld’s charge), where they have been dubbed 
marginal clouds around BHs3 — see also [47,48].
Finally, we would like to mention two possible continuations of 
this work. Firstly, the results in this paper suggest detailed stud-
ies of superradiant instabilities of the BTZ BH, triggered by scalar 
ﬁelds with RBCs, could be quite interesting. We remark that su-
perradiance was argued to occur in the BTZ background in [51], 
motivated by considerations of quantum ﬁeld theory on this back-
ground; but as mentioned above, under DBCs superradiance does 
not occur [29]. The observation in [30] together with our work in-
vite us to revisit this problem, considering the more general class 
of RBCs (see also [52] for related remarks on the relevance of 
boundary conditions for the occurrence (or not) of superradiance 
on four dimensional Kerr-AdS). Secondly, since the BTZ BH arises as 
identiﬁcations of three dimensional AdS spacetime, it would also 
be interesting to understand if and how the stationary clouds we 
have presented here are related to AdS normal modes.
Acknowledgements
We would like to thank C. Dappiaggi, E. Radu and M. Wang for 
discussions and E. Winstanley for comments on a draft of this pa-
per. C.H. is grateful to the INFN – Sezione di Pavia for the kind hos-
3 We would like to thank M. Wang for this observation.
134 H.R.C. Ferreira, C.A.R. Herdeiro / Physics Letters B 773 (2017) 129–134pitality during the realization of part of this work. C. H. acknowl-
edges funding from the FCT-IF programme. This work was partially 
supported by the H2020-MSCA-RISE-2015 Grant No. StronGrHEP-
690904, and by the CIDMA project UID/MAT/04106/2013. The work 
of H. F. was supported by the INFN postdoctoral fellowship “Geo-
metrical Methods in Quantum Field Theories and Applications”.
References
[1] R.P. Kerr, Phys. Rev. Lett. 11 (1963) 237.
[2] E.T. Newman, R. Couch, K. Chinnapared, A. Exton, A. Prakash, R. Torrence, 
J. Math. Phys. 6 (1965) 918.
[3] P.T. Chrusciel, J. Lopes Costa, M. Heusler, Living Rev. Relativ. 15 (2012) 7, 
arXiv:1205.6112 [gr-qc].
[4] C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112 (2014) 221101, arXiv:1403.2757 
[gr-qc].
[5] C. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Class. Quantum Gravity 32 (14) (2015) 144001, arXiv:1501.
04319 [gr-qc].
[6] B. Kleihaus, J. Kunz, S. Yazadjiev, Phys. Lett. B 744 (2015) 406, arXiv:1503.01672 
[gr-qc].
[7] C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, H. Rúnarsson, Phys. Rev. D 92 (8) (2015) 084059, 
arXiv:1509.02923 [gr-qc].
[8] O. Chodosh, Y. Shlapentokh-Rothman, arXiv:1510.08025 [gr-qc].
[9] C. Herdeiro, E. Radu, H. Runarsson, Class. Quantum Gravity 33 (15) (2016) 
154001, arXiv:1603.02687 [gr-qc].
[10] J.F.M. Delgado, C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, H. Runarsson, Phys. Lett. B 761 (2016) 
234, arXiv:1608.00631 [gr-qc].
[11] C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 24 (09) (2015) 1542014, arXiv:
1504.08209 [gr-qc].
[12] T.P. Sotiriou, Class. Quantum Gravity 32 (21) (2015) 214002, arXiv:1505.00248 
[gr-qc].
[13] M.S. Volkov, arXiv:1601.08230 [gr-qc].
[14] C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 23 (12) (2014) 1442014, arXiv:
1405.3696 [gr-qc].
[15] S. Hod, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 104026, Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 129902, 
arXiv:1211.3202 [gr-qc].
[16] S. Hod, Eur. Phys. J. C 73 (4) (2013) 2378, arXiv:1311.5298 [gr-qc].
[17] S. Hod, Phys. Rev. D 90 (2) (2014) 024051, arXiv:1406.1179 [gr-qc].
[18] C.L. Benone, L.C.B. Crispino, C. Herdeiro, E. Radu, Phys. Rev. D 90 (10) (2014) 
104024, arXiv:1409.1593 [gr-qc].
[19] C. Herdeiro, E. Radu, H. Runarsson, Phys. Lett. B 739 (2014) 302, arXiv:1409.
2877 [gr-qc].
[20] S. Hod, Phys. Lett. B 739 (2014) 196, arXiv:1411.2609 [gr-qc].
[21] S. Hod, Phys. Lett. B 749 (2015) 167, arXiv:1510.05649 [gr-qc].
[22] S. Hod, Phys. Lett. B 751 (2015) 177.[23] S. Hod, Class. Quantum Gravity 32 (13) (2015) 134002, arXiv:1607.00003 [gr-
qc].
[24] S. Hod, J. High Energy Phys. 2017 (2017) 030, arXiv:1612.00014 [hep-th].
[25] R. Brito, V. Cardoso, P. Pani, Lect. Notes Phys. 906 (2015) 1, arXiv:1501.06570 
[gr-qc].
[26] M. Banados, C. Teitelboim, J. Zanelli, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992) 1849, arXiv:hep-
th/9204099.
[27] M. Banados, M. Henneaux, C. Teitelboim, J. Zanelli, Phys. Rev. D 48 (1993) 1506, 
Erratum: Phys. Rev. D 88 (2013) 069902, arXiv:gr-qc/9302012.
[28] O.J.C. Dias, G.T. Horowitz, J.E. Santos, J. High Energy Phys. 1107 (2011) 115, 
arXiv:1105.4167 [hep-th].
[29] L. Ortiz, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 047703, arXiv:1110.2555 [hep-th].
[30] N. Iizuka, A. Ishibashi, K. Maeda, J. High Energy Phys. 1508 (2015) 112, 
arXiv:1505.00394 [hep-th].
[31] K. Ghoroku, A.L. Larsen, Phys. Lett. B 328 (1994) 28, arXiv:hep-th/9403008.
[32] I. Ichinose, Y. Satoh, Nucl. Phys. B 447 (1995) 340, arXiv:hep-th/9412144.
[33] D. Birmingham, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 064024, arXiv:hep-th/0101194.
[34] J.C. Dias, J.E. Santos, J. High Energy Phys. 1310 (2013) 156, arXiv:1302.1580 
[hep-th].
[35] V. Cardoso, J.C. Dias, G.S. Hartnett, L. Lehner, J.E. Santos, J. High Energy Phys. 
1404 (2014) 183, arXiv:1312.5323 [hep-th].
[36] M. Wang, C. Herdeiro, M.O.P. Sampaio, Phys. Rev. D 92 (12) (2015) 124006, 
arXiv:1510.04713 [gr-qc].
[37] M. Wang, C. Herdeiro, Phys. Rev. D 93 (6) (2016) 064066, arXiv:1512.02262 
[gr-qc].
[38] M. Wang, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 25 (09) (2016) 1641011.
[39] M. Wang, arXiv:1606.00811 [gr-qc].
[40] C. Dappiaggi, H.R.C. Ferreira, Phys. Rev. D 94 (12) (2016) 125016, arXiv:1610.
01049 [gr-qc].
[41] M. Richartz, C.A.R. Herdeiro, E. Berti, arXiv:1706.01112 [gr-qc].
[42] F. Olver, NIST Handbook of Mathematical Functions, Cambridge University 
Press, 2010.
[43] P. Breitenlohner, D.Z. Freedman, Ann. Phys. 144 (1982) 249.
[44] B. Harms, A. Stern, Phys. Lett. B 769 (2017) 465, arXiv:1703.10234 [gr-qc].
[45] J.C. Degollado, C.A.R. Herdeiro, Gen. Relativ. Gravit. 45 (2013) 2483, arXiv:1303.
2392 [gr-qc].
[46] M.O.P. Sampaio, C. Herdeiro, M. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 90 (6) (2014) 064004, 
arXiv:1406.3536 [gr-qc].
[47] S. Hod, Phys. Lett. B 761 (2016) 53, arXiv:1609.01297 [gr-qc].
[48] S. Hod, Eur. Phys. J. C 77 (5) (2017) 351, arXiv:1705.04726 [hep-th].
[49] D. Astefanesei, E. Radu, Phys. Lett. B 587 (2004) 7, arXiv:gr-qc/0310135.
[50] S. Stotyn, M. Chanona, R.B. Mann, Phys. Rev. D 89 (4) (2014) 044018, arXiv:
1309.2911 [hep-th].
[51] S. Carlip, Class. Quantum Gravity 12 (1995) 2853, arXiv:gr-qc/9506079.
[52] E. Winstanley, Phys. Rev. D 64 (2001) 104010, arXiv:gr-qc/0106032.
